REMARKS 



The amendment to the specification is to correct an obvious clerical error. 

In response to the Office Action of December 28, 2004, in which the examiner 
raised an alleged non-responsive aspect of the amendment filed on July 6, 2004, the 
term "closed loop" as used in the claims finds support, as stated on page 9 of the 
amendment, at Fig. 3 of the present application, "...in which patient connector 42 
communicates with second connector 70 so that a loop is formed as described and 
claimed in the application. This may be used in priming and rinse back processes, with 
significant advantage." 

The closed loop that is formed in Fig. 3 with the connection of connectors 42 and 
70 can be plainly seen, comprising sections of tubing 72, 58, and 40 in Fig. 3. 

Support for the phrase "closed loop" is found in the specification at page 1 1 , 
second complete paragraph, line 4 of the specification. The same paragraph clearly 
describes the portions of the "closed loop" illustrated in Fig. 3. 

For further support of the phrase "closed loop" see page 5 of the specification, 
first complete paragraph, line 2. 
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